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This response is to the Office Action mailed August 27, 2002. Claims 1-42 have been 
restricted under 35 U.S.C. § 121 as follows: / - 

L Claims 1-36 are said to be drawn to method for making an organic electronic devic^, 
classified in Class 445, subclass 24; and 

n. Claims 37-42 are said to be drawn to an article comprising an organic electro*-- 
device classified in Class 313, subclass 504. 

Applicants hereby elect Group n (i.e., claims 37-42) with traverse, and respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal or modification of the restriction requirement. 
In Group H, Applicants broadly claim an article. 
The Restriction Requirement (Paper No. 7) in Paragraph 2 states: 

"Inventions I and n are related as process of making and product made. The 
inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1) 
that the process as claimed can be used to make other arid matenally 
different product or (2) that the product as claimed can be made by another 
and materially different process (MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the 
organic electronic device can be made by providing organic layers between 
an anode and a cathode; surrounding the organic layers with an adhesive 



circu»rf=«„ceo(a«adh«ive.ayer.i«s.eado,««me*odsofind.peM^^ 

claims 1 and 18." 

„ classes and subclasses is no. sufficient grounds to tequire restricon. 

Wererestrictiontobeeffectedbet.een.heclain.inG.upsIandn.aset«^e 

e.an,inationof,heclain.inGroupsIandnw„uld.e,ni,esubstanaaldupUcaC.„nofwo*o^ 

Z^ZvS PatentandT—Office. Even though son« additional constderauon would 

rnrr.escopeo..al..so,no..o,antheclai„.o„^^^^ 
asrigo^usaswhenonlytheclaimsofGroupIwetebeingconstderedbythemselves. y, 

I^cationofeffottwouldnothe warranted whetethesec,Mn.ofdi«e..ntca.egonesa^ 
n:iated.l^er,Ap,icantssuhn.td,at.r.estHc.ion.o.e,.^ed~^^ 

Grouos 1 and n it would pl»=e an undue burden by requirrng payment of a separate fibng fee 
Iirinone:tedcl.n,s,aswel,astheaddedcostsassociatedwithprose— 

applications and maintaining two patents. / / / "^ ^ 
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